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MEMORANDUM

MEMORANDUM FOR DICK KENNEDY -

FROM: = Peter Rodxnan_“)il

. THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

. October 3, 19706 |

THIS DOCUMENT MAY CONTAIN
congressional equity

Attached is the public reco‘rd‘on Gienfuégos..- It includes:

USG Statements

Tah A:
Tab B:
Tab C:

. Press Comment

~Tab D:
Tab E:
Tab F:
Tab G:

. Tab H:

- HAK Chicago Backgrodnder, September 16

Friedheim Announcement, September 25 (notes)
HAK Trip Backgrounder, September 25

C.L. Sulzbergér, September 25

“R.D. Heinl, September 28

Tad Szulc, September 30 -
Orr Kelly, September 30 (two vers:.ons)
Chalmers Roberts, October 1

Congressional C omxne.n{: '

Tab I:
Tab J:
Tab K:
Tab L:
Tab M:

Goldwa,ter and Ma.nsfmld September 26

 Fulbright on Issues & Answers, Septembé.r 27
. Mendel Rivers, September 28 R

Dante Fascell, September 30
Frank Church, October 1
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EXCERPT FROM KISSINGER BACKGROUNDER, CHICAGO, SEPT, 16, 1976

MR. TODD: Bill-Todd, Pockford Star. Dr. Xissinger,

-‘speaking of off shore islands, and closer to home, I saw

a report recently that the Soviet Union seems to be sneaking
into Cuba. 1Is there anything to thait report, and if so, how
serious does the administration V1ew itz

LpR. KIss IHGE;:] The Soviet Unlon of course, is
very heavily established in Cuka as it is. It spends about
$1 million a day there, just to keep the island's economy

 going. What the reports are probably referring to, the

]
i

/

reports that you mention, is the VlSlt of the fleet units
of the Soviet Union.

That in itself is not inconsistent with any under-
standing we have, certainly not against the lg¢tter. If they start.
operating strategic forces out of Cuba, say Polaris type sub-
_marines and use that as a depot, that would be a matter we would
“study vELy carefully., B
—

What the Soviet Union has to decide is this: Really, the
prxncxpleﬂ that Joe Sisco advanced for a Mldale Fast szttlement apply

- 0 N8 too. - As you look around the world, both sidaes, simply by

the logic of events, have linumerable opportunities o take small
gains and to harass :the other, or they can ask themselves what is
required for a more permanent settlement? In which case, they have
to forgo some tactical advantages for the sake of an agreeable
atmospﬁere. : :
) For example, if we put the Polarls submarine into the Blac!
Sea, we have every. right to.do it. There are many newspapers vwho
“would say that is azprovdcatlvh,tnlng to do. Vhy operate so close
to the Sovist border’ . ‘ | o

N I am not saylng everyone would hold that view. If one :
Significantly changes the de eployment of anc's strategic forces, That
is somﬂthlng the other 31de is bound to notlce. o

" Therefore, both sides have to dec1de whether they want
to restrain measures which they have a legal right to take in the
interest of some longar term settlmments, or vwheather they want to
press every advantage they have a legal rlght to take.

: . R

. ¥We are watchlng these events in Cuba and it isn't yet cleal

what, exactly, the Soviet Union is doing there. The fleet is rotating

~in and out, and we are watching ev;nts very carefullv.

e e e L

of. : I-s.-f: o
¥
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! Mr, Friemm'tde these geaeral poim_'s' ih 1*035)0'-1150 t.o‘prcss ‘cit.tc';x'iés"
at 12:30 p.m., Friday, Scptunbu 25, 1970 L o

(I‘hzs is not a vc:rb:xtm‘x franscy ipt, and must not be used as divect quotes '
The paper is pr ey'u ed h om notca which coutam the scase of the auswers,'"
Only ) ' E
T ©+ We have had sever al querics during recent g 2ys and today’ concczmnv
what the Soviets are doing in Cienfuegos. Also, if their activities had any(}
to do with submart ines. . . : o ’ zmg

1

_ ".““\',’e‘};;mv‘.‘r‘that'Sévict ‘ship»s-ai"r'i‘d‘e:ir"cr'a'{t'hai}'e made several visics

to Cienfuegos in the past few months. There have beon three Soviet Floot =~ o
s heetisits 10.Cuba in the Ia&t year -- July/August 19{39, May/Juna 1970, andg this
‘month : o _ - o -

A . . . ! b = T

A

’ " " . -' ’ o ’ -
'We are keeping a close watch on the current 80v1et acthmes.
_ ’I‘hcy are under close survmllance.

As you knOW, in Mz, Hen}qn s speech last D Monday he said t‘imt tho
"Soviet Union is demonstrating an apparent intenlion to achieve a capability w

for sustained surface and é.ubmarme opcratmns in the C‘d.rr.bbea.n closeby
. ¥ o k
our shores,. ’ :

We ha.vc. seen the printed reports that the Scn.fwts are conduciing
acthhev in Clenfuegos in association with a submarine bage. There are
CBOENG new naval facilities in the Cienfuegos area within the vast scveral
months., Some, of the Soviet support ships have visited there. There ave
R0 ubmdrmes there af. ﬂae presc.nt time., : ‘ o g

., . '
[ -

.0 Ve do no& know exactly whnt the fn cxhhcq are 1menua.d to be.
. nor whctnm they are intended to be bases. We are not suve that they are
building a subm-\.rme Support fa.cihty. - | | |

We fly U2 ﬁ_ights and sti'll do.. ” _ o | : :

v The LST we have talkcd about in recent weeks car ried threc. ba rgeb
which vere offloaded, possibly at Havana, and towed, as you Icnow. o
Cu,nfueb We listed for you ycsterddy the ships in Cwnfuegos. .

. Wc are {ollowmg very closcly Lhc.,ge c\cvelo;nnc,nt . but we can't
~be suxe yet what Lhcy axe intended to be,
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ATTRIBUTABLE TO WHITE HOUSE : FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
SPOKESMAN, DIRECT QUOTATIONS -
NOT PERMITTED

BACKGROUND BRIEFING
‘(Soviet Presence in Cuba)

AT THE WHITE HOUSE

WITH DR. HENRY A. KISSINGER,
ASSISTANT 7O THE PRESIDENT
FOR NATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS

3:;20 P.M, EDT.
FRIDAY
SEPTEMBER 25, 1870

‘ Q To what extent =-- combining that with the
missile violations, the general build-up in the Mediterranean
by the Soviets and this announcement teoday that possibly they
are building a submarine base in Cuba -- are we fearful

\ - : generally at this time of Russian military activity increasing
around the globe and, if so, is the President's trip at all
related to these Russian act10ns9

DR. KISSINGER: No, the President's trip was basically
planned before these actions occurred. It was planned after
the cease fire and thess vieolations began to be obvious,
but before they bacame acute. '

The reasons for the Pr951dent1al trip I have
essentially indicated.

As for the events that you have mentioned, they are,
’ ‘ of course, matters which we have to look at with concern. -

With respect to the Seviet naval activity in
1 the Caribbean, we are, of courge, watching the development
of Soviet naval activity and of possible construction there.
We are watching it very clesely. The Soviet Union can be
undey no éoubt that we would view _the_ establlshment

—— e r i

of a strateglc base in the_gax;bbeanﬂm;tn+ﬁhe utmost seriousn

‘ I would like perhaps to call attention to a press
_conference statement that President Kennedv made on
November 20, 1962, in which he said the following:

“aAy for our part, if all offensive weapons are
‘removed f£rom Cuba and kept out of the Hemisphere in the future
under adegquate verification and safeguards, and if Cuba is
not used for the export of aggressive Communist purposes,
there will bz peace in the Caribbean." ~

The operative part, of course, is here: "If all
offensive weapons are removcd Iron Cuba and kept out of
the Hemisphere in the future

This, of course, rehalns the policy of this
. Government.

HORE
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. 0 Does that imply that a submarine with
missiles aboard would be carrying offensive weapons and
therefore ===

- : pDR. KISSINGER: I don't want to go any further

' than what I have said. And I have related it to the
reports'to which my attention was calied about the possible
econstruction of a naval base. All I want to point out
{s that we are watching it and we want to see for what
~fype of weapons it would be suitable, and similar matters.

I have stated our-genefal view with respect to it
while the activity is now in an early stage.

. ‘ Q Do I understand that there is some doubt
that this base could accommodate polaris submarines?

DR, KISSINGER: I will go no further than what
I have said. Obviously, a polaris type supmarine is an
offensiva weapon.

e m———

Q pr, Kissinger, do you agree with the thesis
that now the Pussians are achieving parity in the military
force with the United States around the world and also
in the Mediterranean, that this will lead to peace?

DR. KISSINGER: We have trouble enough worrying
about our side of the military equation. Our concerm,
our belief, our policy is to maintain a military
establishment on the basis of tha doctrine of sufficiency,
. ‘ and we believe that in the £ield of strategic weapons this
is adequate to achieve the security and foreign »nolicy

objectives of the United States.

We do hope and we have made it clear to the soviet
Union in many exchanges, and ve have done so in the
7 ' SALT negotiations, we do hope rhat the two superpowers
recognize their special respoﬁsibility for maintaining
the peace, and also the need to recognize that both sides
must be willing to subordina%e poszible tactical advantages for
benefit of the greater interest of humanity in peace.
‘ This is why some of the events to which the
preceding guestion alluded reguire us to study Soviet
actions with particular concern..

34 8 g8t

. Q Dr. Kissinger, with the possible cstablishment
of Soviet. submarine bases in Cuba, isn't this a bad time
to be taking a foreign trip? ) o

DR. KISSIUGER: Let's be careful about what has been
said., We are watching the events in Cuba, We are not at
ph}? moment in a position to say exactly what they mean.
_ngﬂi;;mgontinue”to“obsegve tham and at the right moment we
will take the action that seems jindicated. We are in

éﬁ@glleng_cqmmunxca;ion{;_Npthiﬁg very rapid and dramatic
is likely to occur, and we are going to be in very close
fouch with the situation. ‘

END | ; Rk

-
.
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NEW YORK TIMES 25 SEPTEEER 1970

Ugly Clouds in the South

By C. L. SULZBERGER

UNITED NATIONS, New York—As
if the United States were not suffi-
ciently beset by problems in South-
west and Southeast Asia, it is about

_to enter a new time of troubles in

Latin America. Already two points of
possible and probable danger are dis-
cernible, :

The pdssible danger could come in
. that old familiar crisis area, Cuba,

where reports thdt a Soviet submarine
base i3 under construction are being
investigated. It must be
stressed that there is. not yet any
confirmation of thase reports.

Initial information suggests, how-
ever, that a naval installation is being

. built at Cienfuegos, on the southern

coast, and that It is designed to serv-
fce *Y" class submarines, Moscow's
equivalent of tle American Polaris-
launching vessels. :

In a sense, if praven, this would be
the equivalent of installing Jand-based
missiles 2z Russia attempted in 1962,
then tonching off a dramatic confron-
tation. However, there is a quintessen-
tial difference. -

Weee the USSR, to contemplate
surprise attack against the U.S.A., itg
submarines could fire their missiles
from the open seas. A Cuban base
wouid therefare not materially change

. the prevailing situation. But any new
facility, designed to improve offen-

sive Soviet striking power, would not

. (it confirmed) be well'regarded,

-The probable danger, although not
military, could ultimately prove far

. more important. The great likelihoond

is that Senator Allende, 2 Marxist-

Sacialist, will
hile’s President by Congress on Oce

tober 24, ‘ ‘

L AV

»

be formally chosan |

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Dr. Alende may well lie low, stress
his moderation and international re-

spectability, and only perhaps proceed -

with more drasiic aspects of a revo-
luticnary program onre his governa
ment is firmly established,

Yet there are signs that such logic
may not prevail aad that the Chilean
Communist party, which dominates
the Union Popular (a front that sup-

“ports Allende) is already using tough
- intimidation tactics against its oppo-

sition. ‘
The immediate objéctive of this tac-
tic appears to be an effort to gain
control
papers, television and radio stations
prior ta the electoral
Congress. Anti-Communist journalists
and commemadtors have been threet-
enad with physical vialence if they do
not yield, and communications work-
ers” groups are demanding “popular”
contrgl of mass media, ‘
. Many editors feel openly harrassed,
The Union Popular {composed of Com-
murists, Sccialists and Radicals but
primarily guided by the first) demands

~ divection of facilities and wants its

own members to be promoted to top
positions, - .

Some organizations have - already
begun to cede to these pressures, The
program dircctor of one television
channel, stilf officially under gavern-
rent supervision, has received so

many- personal threats that he has -

decided to leave the country and plaas
have already been made for Union
Popular to take over.

Chile’s largest afternaon paper will

of Chile’s principal news- .

session  of -

soon be sold for @ madest down pay-
ment to & group believed to be repre-
senting the popular front. Last week
the owner told his staff he had been
waraed that the paper would be taken
over by a workers' cooperative if it
did not switch its support to Dr. Al-

lende. ‘

Both he and the owners of El Mer
curio, the leading conservative daily,
have been menaced, El  Mercurio,
strongly opposed to Union Popular,
belongs to a very wealthy family with
widespread investments and which has
long been engaged in a feud with Dr.
Allende. The paper's staff indicates a
fear it will be taken over by a coopera-
tive dominated by Communists and
even more extremg Popular. Action
groups. - : o

The  role of the press in South
American ideological turnevers | is

seen as crucial by a hemisphere which

remembers Per6n's seizure of the prin-
cipal Argentinian newspapers as a
major move 10 consolidate his power.
What now happens to Chile’s freedom
of expression will be a striking indi.
cation of Dr. Allende’s pltimate inten.

tions,

There is slight doubt that a strongly
anti-U.5, regime is about to take over
in Chile and it could well be tempted
to employ totalitarian methads to
achieve its aims. The consequences, as
reflected in neighboring countries Jike
Bolivia and Peru, are unpredictabie.
But what can be predicied is an era

- of growing difficulty in relations be-

tween Washington and some of its
southern neighbors. if 2 legally in-

-stalled hostlle rezime in Chile were

even inferentially backed np by any
kind of Saviet military installation in
Cuba, the entire offort to arrange a
global detente batween Washington
and ‘Moscow eould be jeopardized.
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5y LOL. R. D, HEINL JR.
News Miltary Analyst
WASHINGTON—Russian establishment of a
nuciear submarine base at Cienfuegos on the
south coast of Cuba confronts the United States

with the gravest Communist challenge since

the Cuban missile crisis of 1962.

In terms of U.S. vital interests - the secu:
rity of continental United States, the security
and inviclabiiity of the Western Hemisphere,
the esseniiality of unthreatened lines of com-
munication through the Caribbean — the pres-
cnce of an uninendly naval base (especially
for missile submarines) in Cuba represents a
more frontally dangerous and brutal Russian
provocation than Nikita Khurshchev's installa-
"tien there of medium-range ballistic missiles in
1862, ‘ : :

This naked thrust of Russian seapower and.

nuclear missile’ power into what has bsen an

American lake comes against the back'rop of

twa other truculent and conspicuous exercises
of Soviet military muscle at American expense
during the last two months: .

" Russian deployment in August of SAM-2 and
SAM-3 surface-to-zir missiles into the Suez
crase-fire zone (after having lied to the United

~States in the bargain) is one. ‘

.~ The other, of course, was the unleashing of
Syria’s 300 Russian-made T-54 and T-55 tanks
into an attack on Jordan, our nearest Arab
ally. :

I¥1 direct implications for the security of the

Thmited States, neither of the foregoing (ner
Russia’s brutalization of Czechoslovakia, for
that matter) approaches the Cienfucgos sub-
marine base by several orders of magaitude.

The Russians enly three months ago opened

‘a.naw *Y ankee "-¢)ass missile-submarine

"station off Greenland, (*Yankee’ is the desig-
pation for Russia’s Polaris-iype submarine
which they are now building at the rate of one.
a ienth. We have riot built a Polaris submag-
ine since 1966.) : C .

When thair Cuban base is complete and oper-

*ational, the Soviets will have still another
Vankee tnissile subimarine statiop, this one in
the “Caribbesn underbelly, able not only to
roach targers throughout pur Scuth, Southwest
and FMidwcst, hut, also the Panama Canal and
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rauch of South and Central America.
Incidentally, nuclear missiles fired against
the United States from a Caribbean launching
area would of coursz outflank our multibillion
dollar landlocked anti-ballistic missile (ABM)

offenses sitting in Montana and Dakota wheat- -

fields, and again raise the question — some-
what more urgently now -- as 10 why we do
not immediately put pari of our ABM defense
at sea in- the Navy’s mobile SABMIS system
that the Pentagon has stifled for several years,

But the threat of Russian submarines in

Cienfuepos is by no means limited fo that -

posed by Yankee-class boats, deadly as they
are.

The Caribbean is our principal highway for.

_transportation of South American strategic
raw materials to the United States, which is nd
longer the plentifully endowed mountain of
natural resources. and raw materials it was
even 30 ysars ago. ' ‘ o

The Caribhean also is the Atlantig approach
te the Panama Canzl.and the route that
tankers must traverse to move Venezuelan oil

-to the United States and Europe.

Those old enough to ramamber World War Il

“will never forget the fiexy carnival of blazing

tankers and torpedoed -merchzntmen that a.

relatively few German submarines were able
to produce in the Caribbean and its Atlantic
cateway, the Windward Passage between Cuba
and Hispaniola. ' '

With no Western Hemisphere
the Russians are row building at Cienfuegos),
German submarines.in 1542 sank 285 American
merchant ships in the Windward Passage
alone, ‘ . . o

The submerine threat to our Caribbaan com- -
munications was so great between 1942 end
1845 that the U.S. Navy had to canvey more
ships through the Windward Tassage than
through aay other sea asen Ixcept the
approaches to New York. ‘

Becsuse of the sickness of cur democratic

socicty =zt wer with itseld, gur New Lelt,
peace-nt-any-price Senaie, our War-weariaess

and nec-igolationalism, wa may except that
tha dironess of the Clenfueges development
will be minimized and at first even denied,
as with the Susz missile cheating end hies

base (such as

DETROIT HEVS - 28 SEPTEMETR 1970 (2 OCTORER)
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WY o ko
by the Russians, :
For public consumption, Pentagon
men are saying-“we are not sure” what is
developing at Cienfuezos. Others are suying,
well, thera aren’t eny of the Yankse submar-
ines there — yat. Still others, apelogetic, are
already laying out the fallback lina: How can
we blame the Russians for this while we have

spokess

. Polaris submarine bases in Scotland (Holy

Loch) and Spain (Rota)? :

One short answer to the latter question is

that Holy Loch 2nd Rota ave a thousand miles
from maefropolitan Russia while Clenfuegosis
150 miles from the United States. '
- “The pretense that cur tatelligence and recon-
naissance mnchinery ism't “‘sure” what it
happening at Cienfuegos is misleading rubbish.
It can be stated on high zuthority that the
Joint Chiefs of Staff have a disturhingly clear
picture of what the Russians ar¢ up to and ara
deeply concerned as to what, if anything, we
can do about it. : ‘

Once and for all, as we ought to have learned
from 1962 if nothing else, the only thing the
Russians respeet is power, . .

T the Cubsn inissile crisis, we had, depend-

“ing on how one recognized it, strategic missile

seperiority of anywhare fram 51 to 10-1 over
Russia. . : ‘ ;.
Taday, due to Robert S. MeNamara’s hide-
ous misjudgment of the 1960's, the Sovials have
more ICBM’s than we have. At the time of
Cuba in 1852, we had a fighting Navy in its

‘prime and Russia had virtually no Navy at all,

Today the new, tough Russiau fleet cruises the

- Gulf of Mexico thumbing its nese at our over- |

age, rust-bucket flest with no surface-to-sur-
fance missiles at all, the World War I submar-
ines such as Russia junked a decade age.

To expel Russian missiles from Cuba in 1962,
President Kennedy had to go to a general
robilization and point every one of our nuclear
weapons down Klirushehev's throat.

In 1976, since it appaars we have neither the

- heart nor any longer the strength to do what

Kennedy did, the country may have to recon-
cile itsalf to living with Russian submarines

~uid their ruclear missiles targsted at our

cities from a base cit what we once called an
Avgericen Izke, :

’
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YERRNING O CUBA
PUZZLES U5, AIDES

White Housa Data in Report
~ 7 on Base Termed O!d

" By TAD AZULC
Special 1y The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Sept. 28 ~-
American officials said today

that the United States had
only dubious and dated infor-
mation to indicate that the
Soviet Union might be planning
to build a strategic submarine
base in Cuba. -
" For this reason, these officials,
* who include members of the
intelligence community, said
they were at a losg to explain
why the White House chose
‘1agt week to warn Moscow

against the establishment of

such a base. ‘

: Officials and diplomats have
- suggested the possiblity that

the White house acted for

* broader policy motivations in- . '
cluding the Middle East crises,

or that an alleged Soviet threat

in Cuba was being used to -

signal dangers that might de-
velop if Dr. Salvador Allende,
8 Marxist, hecame Chile’s Pres-
jdent In November .as ex-
ted. C
p'es:me whole question of the
reported Soviet -plans. for .a
"naval base Is delicate bacause
in.the Administration are in-
. hibited from commenting on

‘background briefings by the

" --White Housa. S

" .4 Source of Embarrassment
- The practice of background

- briefings, by officials who can-

not be publicly identified, has

often turned into a source of
embarrassment to the State De-
" partment.

*While  Latin-Américan. diplo:
mats wondered why the United’

© Btates chose to create at.this
time what appeared to be an
artificial crisis- in - the  Carib-

bean, American officisls ac-

Imowledged - that the - uncon-
firmed veports of construction
. of a Soviet base in the Cuban

. port of Cienfuegos had been °
. gvallable since early this year.-

-, The officials said that little,

" No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-HAK-122-4-3-8
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if “any, new intormation had
been obtained in recent months
. that would account for the

warning on Friday that *the

Soviet Union can be under no

doubt that we would view the
establishment of a stratepic
base in the Caribbean with the
n{most seriousness.” -

‘Hearings Are Recalled -

<1t was recalled that virtually

- all the information on the re-

- ported Cuban base had been

presented to the House Sub-
commiftee on Inter-American

Affairs during hearings be- -

tween July 8 and Aug. 3.
The possibility that the So-
¢ viet Union might seek to build

a bhase was raised in the closed-

* Yoor hearings by Adm. E. P.
- 'Holmes, commander in chief of
! the Atlantic Fleet, and by G.
! Warrem  Nutter,  Assistant

-+ Secretary of Defense for In-

" ternational Security Affairs.
Mr. Nutter's remark that the

ta ‘establishment of a Soviet hase
. “cannot be discounted as long

as <Castro's hostility to the
United States persists” was
. partly deleted from the trans-;
ctipt for security reasons, But
no witness reporied actual evi-

- dence of base construction.
Officials said there was still

: 'no evidence of suspicious con-
struction  activities, despite
flights hy. U'2 surveillance
planes. ‘ ;
However, teports from refu-
© gees from Cuba indicated that;

2 section of Cienfuegos Harbor'

had been closed to visitors, ex-
_cept Soviet personnel.
In what may be a related

P effort, the Cuban press agency

. Prensa Latina reported Sept. 17

that an eight-lane highway from -

- Havana to Cienfuegos, a sec-
tion of the new southern coast
superhighway, was. being built

. under the supervision of a So-

" viet engineer, oL

Olficlals commented tha nor-
‘mal automotive traffic in Cuba

did not seem to justify an eight-
. lane-highway, unless if was in-

tended for military use.

These were the possible ex-

" planations offered for the White

- Houss rtespomse to these re- -

: ports: )
o (nove)
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Excerpt frorn NYT ticker tape art:cle on Cuba naval construction. '
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These were the possible explanations offered for the White

 House respon'se to these reports;

| The White House may have‘wis‘h“ed to relate, for the benefit

of Amerlcan publxc oplmon, the dangers inherent in Commumst

| Cuba with the dangers in Chile 1f Allende is conﬁrmed by‘ the Chxlean
\ Condress as Premdent It may have W1shed to 1mpress upon Moscow

the U, S, determmatmn to d1scourage further Soviet naval a.chwtles.

-

Sov1et war ships have been 1ncreaa1ngly actwe in the Medlterranean,

the Indm.n Ccean and the Caribbean. Offxcxals said the pubhc

_wa.rmng had not been followed up by any dzploma.tzc communlcai:wns :

to Moscow. They said also that no meeting had been held on the‘
subject in the. State Departmeot. The Admlmstfatwn may have ‘wx‘shed
to emphasxze the dange.rs of a Soviet naval buﬂdop to persuade Congress -
to authonze addi tional defense. fun‘ds;_ 'I‘he House Inter- Amerman
Affairs SubCommxttee plans t;o hold a closed hea.rmg tomofrow vc;xth
Defense mtelhgence o-ffuna].s to ascertam what 1nformatmn is o.vallo;ble

on. the reported base constructmn. '

" No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-HAK-122-4-3-8
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By ORR KELLY
Star Staff Writer

The White House issued ils

stern warning to the Soviet Un-
- ion about establishing a strateg-

ic base in Cuba becauvse equip- .

-ment associated with ihe Rus-

sian Yankee class nuclear mis-

sile submarine was belng in-
. stalled at Cienfuegos, on the

south shore of Cuba, according

to informed sources.
Pictures taken by high flying
U2 -airplanes reportedly show

the Russians installing a more

elabhorate - shore-based station
than that used in support of the

American Polaris’ submarines. ' .
" Almost all the support for Po- -

laris submartnes at such sta-

tions as Holy Loch, Scotland, is |
provided by a floating drydock -
and a special submarine tender = -
egui‘pped with eranes to Iift mis- -
o

es out of the submarine and

set them back down in special -

holders in the tender.
Same Setnp in Cuba

. The evidence now available
here re%grf.ed.ly shows a shore
ctation being seb up at Cienfue-

gos to provide the same kind of

support for .the Yankee class
subimarines, . . .
Becausé the ‘Russians main-
tain submarines on station off
. the American Atlantic Coast and
eould support them from float-
ing submarine tenders, the ap-
parent intention to éstablish a
permanent _shore installation
seems to U.S. officials to te
mors provocative, - especially
since it comes in the midst of
the sirategic arms limitations
talks, .
 Public statements by U.S. offi-
cials indicate that work on a

yankee class submarine base

" No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-H
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began—or at least was discov-

s ered--quite recently, since the

arms talks recessd in midsum-

" mer, ‘ .
~ The establishment of a sub-
-marine base in the Wesiern

Hempisphere, - either with a

DY

shore station or supported by a -

tender, has certain advantages.
A base in Cuba will permit

_'the Russians to keep more sub-

marines on station or to get by

- with fewer boats and o operate

them more easily close to U.S,

~ .shores, In this sense, the estab-
- lishment of a base may be a
- simple matter of economy.

A base close to the continental

-United States may also require
~the American Navy to spend
. more money and use more man-

power to keep lrack of the poten-

*tially hostile subrharines.

Such a base could permit the

. Soviet submarine force to get
- -into position quickly for a sur--
prise attack on the United

States. _
Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, D-S.C,,

. chairman of the House Armed

Services Commitlee, said in a

" . speech Monday that, “We must

take every diplomatic, and, if
necessary, military step to ex-

‘eise this cancer from the body of

the Western Hemisphere.”
The diplomeatic effort appar-

ently had begun Friday whena -
White House official told report--

" ers the United States views the

establishment of 2 -strategic
base *with the utmost serious-
ness,”

There is no indication so far,

thing as drastic as military ac-

tion against the base.

L

13

" however, that the administration -
‘{8 considering the use of any-

AK-122-4-3-8
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o Calae Cpnls,
on Cuba Subs
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_— , than that used in support of the talks and more than a rmontn

st} American Polaris submarines. and a holf after the eonclusion of

Ster Staff Writer

Equipment specifically asso-
claied with the new Yankes
class Soviet auclzar missile sub-
marine is being installed at
Clenfuegos on the south shore of
Cuba, according to informed
SOUI_‘CES, '

i - This spacificinformation,
rivnich  goes  wwell beyond the
‘guarded references to possible
construciion made by the Penta-
gen and White House on Friday,
led to the stern warning by the
- V/hite House to the Soviet Union
that the installation of a strateg.
ic base in this hemisphere would
be viewed with the utmost seri-
ousness by the United States.

The Vankaz class submarine,
‘which is very similar to the
American Polaris, is designed to
deliver nuclear-tipped missiles
and is considered a strategic
weapon, like an infercontinental
ballistic missile,. rather than a
tactical weapon, such as an at-
tack submarine.

Pictures taken Dy hizh flying
U2 airplanes reporfedly show
th2 Russians inst::d]xgt‘fi,r a more
elaborate shore-based station

.~ Almost all the support for Po-
:laris submarines at such sta-
tions as Ilely Loch, Seotland, is
iprovided by a floating drydoc
rand a specizl subirarine tender
-equipped with eranes to Iift mis-
isiles out of the submarine and
‘set them back down in special
holders in the tender,
Same Sectup in Cuba

The evidonee now available
here reperiadly shows a shore
station beinng sat up at Clenfue-
gos to provide the same kind of
support for the Yankee class
subimarines.

Because the Russians main--
bain submatrines on staticn off
the American Atlartic Ceoast and
could- support them [from float-
ing submarine terders, the ap-
parent intention to estrblish a
permanent shore installation
seems fo US. ofiicials to be
‘more productive, o

The firm informationt hat led
.to the White House warning ap-
parently became available anly
during tha Iast two weels. of
September since the reeess of
the strafegie arms. limitation_s-

4

Nivon

hearings ca Cuba ard the Carri-

bean by the Heuse subcommit-

tez on inter-Axncrican aifairs.
‘Sigaifieant Developmeant’

Cn Sept. 2, Defenze Szacretary
Melvin R. Lzird told newsmen a

Soviet fasi force of five vessels
was Imoving toward the-Carri-. -

bean. Without saying why, Laird
describad the movement of the
task force as “siznificant devel-
opment,”

Cn Sopt. 14, Pentagon praess

.spokesman Jerry W. Friedheim

mentionad for the first time pub-
liely that thres barges were
being towed towiard Cienfuegos
by two of the Soviet vessels.
Tweo days later, a high-ranking
adminictration offieial,
spaaking o a proup of editors in
Chicago, mentioned the Sovict
fleet visits and made a careful
distination between them and
the aperation of Polaris-typa
submiarings’ out of the Cuban de-
at.
d Tha United States, he said,
would - study that very carefully.

hieaning Overlooked

Although the significance of
his words was overlookod when

I

‘prise

the iranscript of the bricfing
wrs made publie, it is row ab-
w:0u8 that the start of construe-
tin at Cienfuegos was what he
had in mind. -

The. estzblishment of 2 sub-
merine base in the Western
Hempisphere, - either with a
shore siation or supported by a
tender, has certaip advantages,

A basg in Cuba will permit
the Russians to keep more sub-
.marines on stalion or {o get by
with fewer boats and to operate
them more easily close to U.S,

ishores. In this sense, the estah-

ilishment  of a base may be a

- simple matter of economy.

| A base close {o the continental
'United States may also require
the American Navy to spend
moere money and use more mag-
power to keep track of the poten-
tially hostile submarines.

Such a base eould permit the
Soviet submarine force to get
into position quickly for a sur.
atiack - on the United
States,

Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, Ds.C,
chairman of the Hotwse Armed
Sorvices Commiitee, sald in a
Speceh Monday that, “We must
take every diplomatic, and, if

- necessary, military step to ex-

cise this cancer from the hedy of
the Western Hemisphere,”

The diplomatic effort appar-
ently had begun Friday when a
White House officiz! told repoct-

‘er3 the Unifzd States views the

estzblishment of a strategic
base ‘“with the utmost gerious.
ness.” ‘
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i —1’5'3::-7 E»{OCY(S dln'n.- Suviet a:l‘an_'s. more subgtantive and a clue tary psychosis  (in the
CLEcfeVirhter Yt when ihe White to it can be found in other United States) with the aid

.5t in the Liidéle

Aet Union shout the

Bouse Lricfer, wio may not

remarks by thet same White

of hastily concocted inven-

©é but who this time gouse sporesmen last Fri- tions.”
: ved 10 be direetly ay afternoon. I i
. ! 3 A TRot Was, £aiq J'ravaa,
gucicd 1o 2id emphasis, was e said in response to a “aer ‘wu""n'l' ! ;*g;'ifz’"x]‘od‘:
asked abuut the reports, he question: “We do hope and campeign mounted by the

had in hand a statement

we have made it ciear to the

admiinistration 1o cover the

possibie construction by the .~ made by President Kennedy Soviet Union in mahy ex b
: r L et i Ty vy - o - ankruptey of i Wi 5olie
Russians of & sirategie base at the close of the 1062 changes, and we have done cics ‘J‘\I'C'ra?rhl:l*s t)‘";gr)‘t)'vollr
in Cuba. Cuban missile crisis. so in the SALT negotiations, racket of anolier ‘Soviet
] s . A

. Yet the Cuban affaiv does
Eear 2 close relationship to
the Middie East, speeifically
to Mogcow's role there, and
to such other Sovict-Ameri-

As hus been reported, the
White House offieial, as he
may ke designated, stated
that “ihe Soviet Union ecan
be under no doudt that we

we do hope that the two su-,
perpowers recognize, thoir
special  responsibility  for
tactie2l advantages for the
bencfit of the greater inter-

threat'” in Cuba, the 1id-

dle East and elsewhere,
The comments were the

first Soviet public reaction

can points of inlerest as would ' view the estzblish- est of humanity in peace.” i e
Berlin  and ‘the strategic ment of a strategic base in In short, Cienfuegos could to last week’s reports from |<
arms  limitation  taiks the Caribhean with the ut- be a case of hioscow press- Washington of intelligence i
(&:}LT).l : . . ost scriousness.” ing Washington for taetical “indications” that a base o

The timing mvoh‘gq ‘m He cziled attention to the a_dvantavr: in the arms race, capable of housing nuelear i
\_shat was said last Friday Kennedv . statement that The spokesman did not say missile submarines  was L

is of more than passing in-
s

B

1y that the Soviets planned weapons are removed from done in -cheating on the Pravda did not mention
to build a naval base at Ciha and kept.out of the standistill . cessefire . in specifically  the -reported
Cieniuegos on Cubz's south hemisphere in the future” Egypt submarine -hase construe- i
shore first appeared in print That, le added, of course 8YPE. s tion. It referved only to re- ‘3
s far back as several weeks, remauing the pelicy of tals On Sept, 16 in Chicago the ported  Soviet  “military 3

The Economist ¢f London,
for instance, van such a re-
port in its Sept. 19 issue.
Pentagen reporters began
2sking for information. A
column Friday morning in
fhe New York Times by C.
1. Sulzgberger, stating that
reports of .a base under con-
struetion were being investi-
gated, added to the pres-
sure, The Pentagon then
told newsmen that three So-
viet ships hzd moved three
heavy barges and other
“eyuipment into Cienfuegos

Jerry W. Friedheim, “makes
ag feel that they may be
speking sustained capabili-
ties in the area” Ife zdded
that the Pentzgon was ‘not

harbor inm- the past few N
ook i actly swhat they meon. We o over Sovie e
weeks. . will' coniinne to observe cerm lolcr Soviet policy 1n Congress and i
This, said  spokesman them and at the rizht mo- gemeral, - . Sistes Presdents ¥ f
e i As to Cienfuegos itself, Sl suen s ¥
i

sure that they are building a . 1 2 M
subnmr‘inc P :; focility.” - cengtituted a startling esca- being land-baced, Submarine  peitecy m
lation of verbiage. It use of that port would ease ‘e Dravdn
he Pravda

Cueh statzments, on top of
Pentavon reports of Soviet
fleet activities of late in the
‘Atlantic. and  Coribbean
areas, would he encugh {o

worpy  military ha i o] el .
Washi ot ftary hawks o ture not vitered by Ween- tracking of such submarines, ¥
Vashington Lut hardly inston to Moscow sinee > bR D ar. ¢ i
enouzh to do more than ington to Moscow sincc the possibly a point of halancing o i
belster  Navy claims for Cuban erisis 2ight years ago. value. sure wpon the capitais of

havy - clal 0 In -reircspect, there arve some other capitalistic coun- i

more money from Congress.

there would be peace in the
Caribpean “if all offensive

government. He avoided an-
swering guestions as to what
was going oa at Cienfuegos
byt nhe did say that “ob-
viously, a Polaris-type sub-
marine is an offensive
weapon.” The Soviets are
\buildiug a fleet of such subs.

Finaily, when pressed, the
White House spokesman
said: .

«rets be careful . about
what has been said. We are
watching the events in
Cuba. We are not at this mo-
ment in a position to suy ox-

ment wa will take the action
that seams indicated.”

That latter phrage, cou-
pled with tiie “atmost saris
ss" reforence carlier,

amountad to an Ameviean
threat to foreibly prevent
the use “gf Cienfuegos as a
‘Soviot base for missile sub-
marines, a threat of a na-

" tvro lings of explanation now
1

50 but he might well have
added: just as they have

same spokesman had ex-
pressed puzzlement at that
cheating and raised - the
question  of whether it
meant the Soviat Union was
moving generally to a hard-
line policy 2ll across the
board.

Thus as of now the gen-
eral conclusion in Washing-
ton is thot Ure surprising? cs-
ealation of White Heuze lan.
guage over what is going on
at Cienfuezes was ¥ a
function, of that particular
item than a reilaction ol a
growing administration con-

" military experis generally

seoff at a comparison to the
Cuban erisis of 1962, For
one thinz no missiles are

Soviet erew and other prob-
lems and probably  permit
move ships to remain on sta-
tion in the Atlantie. But it
also would aid U3, Navy

Soviet Union Scoffs

being built at Clenfuegos on
the southern coast of Cuba,

movement’ in Cuba and

~ elsewhere. But there waslit-

tle doubt that it had the re.
ported base in mind. .

“It is clear,” said Pravda,
«  _ thai the racket about
preparations in Cuba sup-
posedly  threatening tne
United States’ security has
bean roised for perfectly
definite purpozes”

Thes? purpnses, 2id {he
newspaper, ore aimed at cre-
ating *a faverable almos-
phere. for the clections 10

Eurcye”

ney as a

domensliat

{ivis {0 what af
3 Nivon &
fort o
phere of

tries.”

Yot at 3:20 that Friday aft-_ heard in \Washingion. . ., Pravda viewed nis efiort
ernoon, during the cmu{.f.e_o Onz s political. The At Rep():‘!s on Cuba ravda viewed ims il :
3 briefing in the White White House appears to B as an zitenmipt to revive “the i
; setgest. Room.on Presl - oo bopas It he vice Ny Ioery Trimborn bad old iimes® of -the cold g
v o 2t - Y

font Nixon's then-+Spe
ing European trip, the
Culan bzse Issue was drasti-
cully escalated.

1t should be sald here that
up to that hoar no geperal

alarm bells had beea rang

within the Nixon administra-
tisn, cecording lo sm:eral
specislists whose duty is to
Zollow such matters. Indecd,
the Bureau of Inter-Ameri-
cin Affaies still claims it

knows nothing ebout Cien- coirese, 1852, like 1070, was a clared that such reports  oed most successfully with ;
fuspos sinee l‘-m‘t{_l% 51"‘3} };ﬁ eonyressioral election year. were part of an cffort to the fair wind of the cold !
-4 o 3 ials hane P el di < . i
spousibility of oificiais b the other explaunation is agreacherously fan the milie  war” j

¥

reference to the former Re-
publican senaior irom New
York, now the LLS. ambassas
dor to Indiz, who in 1862 an-
noyed and eimbarrassad the
Kennedy adminisiration
with repested |
that ihe. Soviet "Union was
emplacing missiles in Cuba,
fony before g Prasidant
confirned  that set.  Of

-

Heuting, it is sald. This isa

etatoménts-

& 4.4 RES

L1000 » e 0—T e
Soeviet Union today scoffed
at repoils it may e build-
ing a submarine bese in
Cuba, calling them 2 Nixon
adruinistration propaganda
ploy to gccure votes in the
November clection.

The  officiall Comnunist .

Party newspaper Pravda de-

antagonisms, the Nixon ade
ministration hopes te gather
votes amony the natioir's vgi-
lent majority, that is, from
the right wing seetioa of the
clectorate,”  Pravda  said,
adding:

There are also vther rea-
sons—"the forthcorming volt-
ing for military aporopria-
lions in Congress which pro-
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UPI-63 ‘
(C132) : — S | |

MESALESTON==328, 2ARRY M\ G2LOVITIR\SA 1D TODAY HE FINDS #VIDEHCE
OF 4 SERINYS RYSSIAY "3ID FOR YORLD DONINATION™ IN THE WHITE AIUSE'S
DULSCLISJRI THAT THY SOVIETS MAY 3% RUILDING A STRATEGIC SU3MARINE
2482 I8 Cu2a. o RN \

DZ2P CONCIRN VAS ALSD EXPRESSSD 2Y SINATE DEMICRATIC LIADER MIKE
VA 5T 1ILD OF MONTANA. | |

CUUTTTTVIIY OIT UITH ALARY,™ MANSFIZL) TOLD AN INTERVIZWER,

LT RalS%8 THE [MIST SZRIDUS QJLSTIONS,"™ HE Sald, IN LISHT OF
FRUSIDINT JOHN F, KENNEDY'S STATENMZNT AFTER THE 1562 CU3al MISSILE
- CRISIS THAT OFFZN3IVEI WZAPONS MUST SE KEZPT OUT OF THE WESTERN

AZWIZPAZRI TO ASSUREZ "PEACE IN THE CARI3ZEAN," ‘ -

‘ GOLDWATIR SJOUGHT TO ATTACH ELAWE TO STN3. J. #ILL IAMFULBR IGHT,
D-ARK., AYD GEORGE S, MCEGIVERN, 9-5.0,, AND OTHER LEADSRS OF THE
CANTIVAR MOVENINT FIOR THE RUSSIANS' "3OLDNESS. B
"1 BZLIZVE THE LEADERS IN THT KREIMLIN HAVF Bl LISTENING
SZRIOUSLY TO THE FULBRIGHTS AND THE MCGOVERNS AND THL PEACENIKS
ALD THZ ADVOCATES IF UNILATERAL DISARMAMENT IN THAZ UNITED STATES AND -
HAVE DECIDED THAT NOW IS THE TIME TO FIND OUT JUST HOW STRONG IS OUR
JIDICATION TO FRIZINOM AND OUR DETERMINATION TO DEFEND IT," THE
CARIZONA RIPUBLICAN salD, ‘ ‘ ' | :
HZ ADDID IN A STATEMENT I3SUED BY HIS OFFICE: . ,
~ "THZ CONSTRUCTION OF 4 STRATEZGIC SUBMARINE BASE I8 . CU3a WOULD BE
IN KZEPING WITH CURRENT RJSSIAN MOVES AIFED AT SHIFTING THE WORLD
3ALANCE OF POWER AVAY FROM THE UNITED STATES. o f -
"THISE MIVIS, COUPLED WITH SOVIST MILITARY ACTIVITY IN THE XIDDLE -
EAST AND RUSSIAN=SUPPORTED MILITARY ACTIVITY IN INDOCHINA, ALL .
- SUPPORT THZ CONCLUSION THAT THE SOVIST UNION IS NOW ENGAGED I# ITS
-~ ZOLDEST 31D FOR WORLD DOMINATION SINCE THE CUBAN MISSILT CRISIS OF
!‘962'“ . ‘ ‘ i ) . .
: MANSFIALD SAID HE WAS AWALTING FURTHER INFORMATION FROM THE WHIT

HOUSE 3£YOND FRIDAY'S STATENENT BY AN ADMINISTRATION OFFICIAL WHO .

CASKED THAT HIS IDENTITY NOT 8% RTVEALED. : o L

_ THE OFFICIAL- TOLD REPORTERS OF INTELLIGENGCE REZPORTS INDICATING
THAT THZ SIHVIZITS MIGHT BE 3UILDING A BASE FOR MISSILE-CARRYING
SUSMARINZIS ON CUBA' SOUTH CODAST. ‘ , _ o
MANSFIELD NOTED THAT INTERNATIONAL LAYW GIVES THE SAVIETS THE
RIGHAT TO DEPLOY THEIR SURFARINES ANYWHERE ON THE HIGH SEAS 8UT HE
SAID CONSTRUCTION OF A CURAN 3ASE FOR THEM HOULD. "abD A SERIOUS
DONZUSIONT TO AMERICAN DEFENSE PROBLEMS. ‘ B ]
| 5-28--Jd1225PZD o o
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; 'THE SOVIET THREAT :
The SPEAKER, Under a previous or- -

der of the House the gentlemon from

_ Bouth Carolina (Mr, Rivess) is récog-.
i i tes, S ‘
asked and was given

remarks and {o. include extraneous
matter) - .
Mr. RIVERS, My, Speaksr, never be- -

of this House with greater coneern Ior
the future of this Nation, R ‘

The fears that I have are those that
must be shared by every American vo- .
gardless of his political or social philos~
ophy or his economic status.

blessed and priceless heritare of free-
dom—a freedam which I am convinced
. s dn terribles. jeopardy, : ]

o My erities, who are legion, will at-
. tempt to &ismiss what I soy today by
categorizing them 25 the shrill cries of
a hawlk who is suffering the agonies of
reduced defense expenditures, | i

It this occurs, I will have failed my

who love America no less than I, will,
- B they assess my words carefully,-find
- that we not only have a common con-
¢ern,” but & comman end. frightening
~The Congress is now engaged in.a
groat dnd profiavted debate over foreign -
poliey and the defense budgat. . -
Enfortunately, the debate In the other
body has again distinpuished itself by
. Hs indecisiveness and, regrettahly, its .
apparent” sense of hopalessness. Thenk -
God that this body, despite its uninhib-
. Med free swinging debate, continues to

. #gegus decisions when our Nation's 2«
curity-Is at stake. . . :
My words today are, therefore, in-
tended as much for the Members of the -

" No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOG-HAK-122-4-3-8 _

 fore in the 30 years of my membershin :
in this body have I stepned into the weli .

Al Americans have been given the

- Purpose since Y believe that these oritics, ‘

be capable of making elear-cut and cour- -




" ean people. This fact together with our

I R ]

ﬂr\wrﬁ“‘ﬂﬂccfﬂ\*ﬂ T PTorR Ty

er b&‘v o8 they ave for vou and, pepd m‘y Bernny caniinnous Geployments In
TERTEN more wmcrmnﬂs
: ipr the American pzople.
: irsig, it is toe American sphmearines ond m
d to lose ever yihing i \‘ﬁiﬁs,hauh Ban cmt
Te Qul e Wesoima ves:d"x- LU eTe, :

c,t to our .mt ionel @ J.‘Hs Mwltavrnvc“n p‘cﬁencu has ab
nigg atteihed 2 Hrtilia sirength of 85
s Cfm:ude ation of the defense buagq i a¥& vessels, mclucvn" sx_bmarnes a*xd

contrary to what soine would have YSY support ships.
nw.ﬂe is not a questicnt of assighinig,. As a

of 1057,

For Israeu war

L*E‘”"l"ﬂ surfaca

m r- ]
r1

('n

QC‘P&.E}C‘, Programs.

Decisions . on  the defense\ buugeb
shiouid be beszd on the simple question:
of naticnzl survival-—and nething more.:

The. issue should be “what s required
to survive?”; and not “how snould we's
alioeata the naiional budzet belween ae-w

. fense and domestic programs?”
- The {inel measure of our ability - w
‘survive jas a nation in a hostile world

" will not be how well we have maneged;:
our do;r estic resources and domestia.
programs, but whether or not we haves
avoidsd and frustrated the forces of evil

which would draw us into the crucible
of war with the Soviet Union. .

If we fail in that endzavor, we wnl
hfwe failed in everything.

Tt ig this circumstance which demamds
that we m amtam a level of strategic and
conventions? military capability  thad:

o will insuze agamst any misunderstatid<
- ing by the leaders in the Kremlin of Uut ‘gr escorts, and literally thousands of

intentisns to survive. " smaller ships, minesweepers, ccastal es-

Regrettably, the leaders in the Krém- -+ ggrty, support eraft, and mtelhgezm col-

In are now evidently unimpressed:by. 'lsetors.

Toth our inilitary capability and our na~ " The greatest Soviet naval atrength 53

tional determination to survive. " in its submarine force—the largest ever
That our determinztion to survive i$ -pregtéd in thie history of the world. The
suspect requires no elaboration. The dis<" feet presently has approximately 350

sident voices in our Nation who would’ submarines, 80 of which are nuc;ear pOw-
destroy the very fabric of our seciety . ered. ‘

are being interpreted by the leaders itk - The new Soviat Polaris- type submarine

the Kreralin as the voices of the Amaeris »¢in five 16 ballistic missiles to a range

of at least 1,300 miles; at least 13 units

‘This naval presence hes
tended irtg thz Indian Qaesen, and the
farthicet reaches of the Afla ntic;and Pact-
figtgeans, -

Soviet .- submarines and :
’equipped with missiles now operatée off
the coast of the United Statss, as well as
the Caribbean and off the coast of Africa
-and Bouthéast Asla. .

The worldwide Soviet naval opexatton

ships and submarines, and was their an-
neuncenent to the world that they have
Udeveloped and intend to flex their naval
~musele simultaneously in the four cor-
,nev-s of the world.

The Siviet surface ﬂeet now includes
“two helicopter car, riers, ahout 24 cruisers,

anmed destroyers, more than 1060 destroy-

evident wnwillingness to subport a des

- fense establishment geared to hational
survival has crezted z very dange
'at,mosphexe in which the Soviet Union .

may bé tempted into actions which esf.

Conly witimately result in a noclear hqlm

- caust.

Since the deterioration of our mﬂitar;r
‘ cmpabmty vis~a-vis {he Soviet Union ig:
1o seeret to the Kremlin, I believe it Is°
high time that we tell the American
people the facts of life. I plan on dainz
that today.

" Pirst, since we all recognize the vib&l
importance of heing a maritime nation,
and because of our dependence on ‘the
free use of the seas, let ine tell you some.
sovering facts aboub Soviet naval :
strength.

Tha Sovieh Union 15 now one of the:
-world's two leading ses powers—angd poss<;
.sibly the leading power. When Admirgl
Cigrshivov assumed command of the Nm
"in 1955, it was largely a water-borne ad-
~unct of the ground forces. Today, it 1s o
“well balanced modern force which ds

. equauy at home on the high seas as it.
is in cpasial waters, .

Soviet naval units now 1’1 aquent anrs

~avhicihi only a few years ago were consid-

timated o have a range of 3,000 miles.
- jrito the existing Soviet submarine Heeb.

Bovieb flcet of these Y-class hallistic mis«

-missﬂe submarine, the Soviet navy has

submarines which carry three launch-
ety each. Nine of thess submarines are

geted against European or Asian targets,
© wherens the more modern Y-class mis-
sile submarines ate, for the meost part,
‘targeted sgainst the United States,

maiines, 35 of which are nuc!ear POW~
ered, couipped with supersonic cruise
nissiles, s
miles. These submarines are designed to
attack beth nz
“In addition, the Soviet Union has aboub
| 240 other submarines which are designed
" tér torpedo attack missicns against surs
ered the private preserve of Western fave ships or other submarines, Twenty-
Wn'w'ﬂ, férees, baro of thiese are nuclear powerad.
it sras on'y in’ 1964 t}mt t,he so' t

o : wrowtem o o0 xrgons
No ObJeCtIOI‘] to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC- HAK-122 4-3-8

fiect, it must be remembered that the
t‘ﬂy gre. fhehlcditerranean; rm\ ,sincethe arah-
a fiotillz of nusicar’

L-.L.m_s“« opers ziing

conszquencs, today Soviet nawl'
reiative pricrities br.t\\een d"‘LE“SG and ﬁorcr&s congtitute 2 major political and,
mhitmy pressnes in the diediterranean.
alsn bean ex-

varships

“Oggan” which was conducted during.
" April of this year involved more than 200

35 guided missile destroyers, 50 gun--

of this clags are already operational, and -
‘these units are being preduced at the
¥0uS - rate of 8 to 10 each year. They are test-
ing g new submarine bellistic missile es-
Tlis missile will probably be bdck fitted
--Af the present rate of eonstiuction, the
sile subrharines will surpass the U.B. fieet -
of ¢1 Polarls submarines by 1973 or 1874,
In. addition to the Y-class ballistic-

spprozimately 40 older ballistic missile

fuelear powered, and are probably tar-

“The Soviet Navy also hes about 65 suth~ -

some having ranges up to 400

ral and merchant ships,

Tm evalua'mo‘ the Sov;et submaﬂne States are, as compored (o the §

Cerman su,nnanue fest which almost

won the baitle of the Atlanie, included

enly 57 diesel submarines in the eauy
monihs of Vorld Wey IL,

The Scriet nuclear sebmarine con-
siruction ¢ca anzhility now is avoud 20 units
5 vear bated on working one work shift
a day; by working three ‘shiits a day they

“have the shility to preduce 35 nuclear

submarines a year, Teday they are build-
ing at' a rate of from 10 to 14 per year.
One Saviet yard alone hias several times

the area and facilities of zll tne Us.

sukmearine yards combined.
The Ssviet Union is expanding its

production of Y-class nhuclear-powered
ballistic missiie submisrines, and I esti--
mate that approximatsly 50 units of this -
new missiie ciass will have peenr egm- -

pleted by as early as mid-1974.
By contrast

88 are nuclezr-nowercd, and of which
only 47 are configured as submarines

primarily designed to combatb the Soviet .

submarine threat. The other 41 nuclears

are our Polaris missile iring submarines, -

Despite the 47 U8, nuclear atiack sub-
marines desighed snd available to com-

‘bat the Soviet submarine’ threaf, the

latest Soviet nuclear ‘subnia.rines have

“a submerged speed which is significantly
higher {han anyihing we 1:vrevious.y con-~

templated or expected.
It is this chilling fact that has com-—-

- petled the Committee cn Armed Services
‘to insist that we go forward immediately

on the constrtiction cf the new nuclear-

‘powersd 683%-class submnrine which we -

hone will ke able to cope with this igni-
ficant and degdly Soviet eapability. How-

ever, rezardiess of how rapiilly we procged
on the consiraction of this nevw eclass of
subraarines, it will he years bafore they
become operational in signifeant num-
bers, and in the meosntime Soviel tech-
nology will undoubtedly strive to maxi-

_mize this almost unbfidgeable gap inour -
‘defensive response to this Sovxet sub-

mazine threat,

This existing and ever-widening gap .
“In otir deiensive c&pabmty to meet the
“Soviet submazine threat is stmply 2 cur-

rent reflection of the past unmlimgn»a.*ﬁ

of defense hudgeteers to pmv:ue far & -

madern Navy.
.Practically every surface smp iy the

Soviet fleet has the Siyx missile. Now :

for you who do not koow whati the Slyx
misgile is, lek me {1l you a few shocking

facts. This is a shori-range paveal mis- .
sile  which - travels ab apuroximalely -
- gonic speed and ean he carried on simest
. the smallest fype of nigval craft. L hns
Ctremendous reliability

and, most un-~
fortuniately, we have Yittle in the way of
a reliable defense agamst this type of.
mis:zile atiack, :

These stwface —to-surface musxlcs en-_._ .

able small torpedo hoods to dusl with
cruisers and large combaotant surface
vessels by oulranring the conventional
naval artillery on these ships.

Unfortunsately, we 2gain do not have a. -

missile of this eapability in our own ep-

“erational inventory.

The sur{ade naval vessels of the United
aviet

No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-HAK-122-4-3-8

t0  Soviet submarine
strength, the United States today has
only 147 operationgl submarines of which -




than those of the undersea feetl, No pur-

pose would be served in atmmnting.‘m :

detall these deficiencles excopt to poind

out that the Complroller General of thies

- United-States recently submitled a seerdt
report to the President of the Uni
States and the Congress on thoe impaired

combat readiness of the Navy's Atlaritic:

and 6th Fleels, - .

In that report, the Comnpiroller Geﬁ-"

eral in commenting on the readiness of

these naval vessels stated, and I quote:;

Approximately 807% of thé major ships in
the Atlantic Fleet ate over ten years old, and
607 are over 20 ysars. In April 1909, the
average age Of the ships of the Sixth Pleet
was 18.3 yoars. ' [

The Comptfoller General, in commente

Cing on the relationshin’ of the age of
our naval vessels and their inability to
malntain combat readiness pointed: put
that “prior to 1984 enginesring casusl-

fies” ‘represented approximately one-.
lUterally: moved into the test area and

quarter of the cireumstances which re-
Cqaired immobilizing a ship, but because
of the advancing age of the vessels “in

1964 the engineering casualties bogan $o

increase, and by the.end of 1968, they

accounted for about 50 percent of the

total casualties,” . S
The Comptroller General went on to
- say that-— - - S

Thls trend was evidence of the fact that

the shlp's platforms and nssoclated propul-

ston systerns were being affected by excessivs

age, plus a2 lack of parts for equipment.

which in some instances, was no longer bethy

manufactured,

sustained wartime operationsis:

high level of sustained opetations.

Without revealing information which
‘would give aid and comfort to the Sovigh
Union; I also feel compelled to tell this
House that not very lonz ago X was told
that-the combat condition of our cruisses

. and destroyers in the Atlantic Fleet was .

so bad, both frem 2 materiel breakdowh
and personnel shotrtage viewpoint, thal

‘more than half of them were in a condi~.
. tlon that would have seriously affected’

their ¢ombat capabitity. As a matter of

fact, some of these ships conld not have
engaged in any kind of naval confronta-

tion. -

House ‘that we are on the brink of g
aster and I have never before bzen: sé

“concerned in all the years I have served

in the Congress of the United States.

. We just, therefore, acknowledse the.
fact that our naval vessals are today
simnly nob eapable of dlscharsing their:

wvartime rmission reguivements i cplled
upoan to doso. . ‘ Lo

I believe these facts
proaf positive as
to the American

I con ‘make available
pzople that if we are

DR

7
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“Union, if anything, In worse conditiof not already a second-rale naval power, )
we are perilouslty close to becoming so.

I nead nob emphasize that in & war

with the Soviet Union there will be lif<
‘He solade in being in second place.
As sure as I stand before this Houss,

. ‘therewill be a confrontation in the Medi- .

teirransan between the Soviets and cur<
selves; They will create the incident to

- sutt their convenisnce, And how will we
- Yespond? Af the rate we are going now,
‘éonsidering the condition of the &th
‘Fleet, in fact the entire Atlanbic. Fleet,
cabd the {rémendous strides miade by

the Sovicl naval forces, we would he

forced to back down. Why do I say this?
'What did we do recently when a Russian

trawler came within 200 yards cf the
‘nuclear submarine James Ifadison, off
Cépe Kennedy? We postponed the test

“latiniching of & Poszidon missile—-and

‘this is in our own backyard. Moreover,
when we finally made the test launch
of the Poseidon missile, the Russians

attempted to presmpt our recovery of
important fragments of the missile
launch. o .
For years the Navy, in particular, has
been accused of reporting Soviet sub-
mavines off our coasts just about. the
time the defense appropristion bill is

-debated on the floor. While these sight-
ings bave invariably turned out £3 be nc-

gurate, nevertheless those who oppose

appropriations for the Navy always
found it convenient to ridicule these in-

telligence reports which eoincided with

' -~ .+ the consideration of appropriations for

The surn total of the General Account- oo -

. ing Offce's secret report is that under
current conditions fleet readiness for.

the Navy. - ‘
So now I would like to say to the
doybting Thomases, If there are -any

. remaining in the House, that if you

A% best, marginal due to the lack of qualke:
fied personnel, poor logistical support, sud’
the ng#ad for modern ships, Tha fleets ara;
capables of handiing & contingency but ara’
only meaginally capable of maintelning. &

would care to se¢ for yourself a Soviet

task force In the Caribbean, ail you have

$0 do is fly around the Caribbean area

and you will see a Kresta class guided

missile Hight cruiser, with surface~to-sur

face and surface-to~alr missiles: s Kanin '

class gulded missile . destroyer, with
surface-to-air missiles; a Soviet tanker
apd a Soviet submarine tendsr, I need
not tell you that a submarine fender
tends submarines, There are three ofher

oviel surface vessels in the Caribbenn

- area: an LST; a salvage ship and & res-

<ue peean tug. S

For those of you who have scoffed
&t the constant warnings that have been
issted by the House Committes on
Armed Services with respect to the rise

of Soviet seapower, let me remind vou.
, - tat. the' Soviels deployed combatant

I'cannot overemphasize the serious..
ress of this situation: Yet, I know that -
there are people in the Conzress of the - ¥
United States who will say “so what?™ .
Y can ouly warn the dMembers of this -

ships to the Caribbean area in July and
August of 1969, and again in May of thig
gar. - ‘ ‘
In 1889, the Soviet task force consisted
of three guided missile ships—a cruiser, a

-frigate, and & destroyer—tio attack sub-

marines, one nuclear-powered abtagk

submarine; a submarine tender, and two
~tankers. _ o
In May of this year, tha Soviels de-

ployed a guided missile light eruiser, a

cguided missie dastroyer, two atback sub- -
Lmarings, o nuclear-poversd erulse mis-
iosilesubmarins, e submarine tender and a

ars as cmge‘:_m_; merchont. tanker.

© Al of these ships have conducted op "

ratlons int the Carfbboan area, R

- September 28, 1970

The deliberate pad eateilinted offonsive.
plans of the Soviet Union #re now be-

~toming crystal elear with the roicose of

information by the administration of
evidence of new Soviet dctivity in Cuba.
I have no doubt that the Saviets are now -
bullding 4 “missifétoiinching . nualeag
submarine naval basain Cuba,

. We, a3 & nation and o fres people, can-
Lot ignore gy acseph Thig TRLSst millitary

action of the Soviet Union.

TOn Ocfobar 23, 1959, President IZen-
nedy issued a prociamation which reas-
serfed the principle of the Aiohros Doe-

trine as-ib avplied to the Western Homis- .-

phere and the intreduction of nucleer .
weapons by a foreign power, o

AL that time, President Kennoedy da-
livered an ulfimatum to the Soviet Unian
to. remove their nuclear offensive weap-
ons capability from Cuba, or in the al-
ternative such weapons would b: re-
moved forcibly by our military forces.

Regrettably, we are once again con-
fronted with 2 crisis of the same gravity

cdespite the waffied rhetoric. which we
~may hear on the subject.

We cannot live with this neiy Soviet
threat at cur very doorstap. : R
We cannot permit the ¢itles of the
eastern seaboard to become hostages of

ihe Soviet Union, ‘ -
We must tale every diplomatie, and if

neeeszary military, step 10 excise this

cancer from the body of the Western

Hemisphere,

- “We must do it quickly and decisively

if we are to maintain some shred of cred.

-ibility as a-world power—and the Ameri-

can people are willing to secept any ac-
tion o accomplish this end.

You are eyewitnesses to the rise of So-
viet seapower which is inexorably push-

ing us out of the Mediterranean, is .-

firmly entrenched.in the Indian Ocean,
and is now established in the Carisbesmn,
_And yet there may skl be some among
you who would deny additional funds to
rebuild our Navy, which is fast becotn-

ing-a sgecond-rate naval power. The So-

viets learned their lessen from the blogk-
ade that we threw around Cuba, Why is
if that they have learned their lessen so
well while our memories remain so short?

Mark my words well—one of these fing .

mornings we are going to be told by the

Russians, in the most unmistakable

terms, to get ount of the Mediterzanean.
In- 1882 we had the power and the
Soviet Union knew ik, to reject such a .
challenge—X can tall you that today we.
do not have that supsriority—the Soviets
know it—and it is hizh time the Ameri-
can people know this bitter fact of life,

- and start worrying about its implications, .

Do not be misted into balieving we can
make up for this frichienins loss of naval
superiority by relyving upon a superiur
slartegic nuclear capability, vis-a-vis the
Soviet Union, Since 1833 -the Soviet
Union has engaged in a major efork to
ehange the balance of power in this srea
of mililary capability, In that pariod it
has - more than ‘tripled i3 inventory
of strategic ofiensive nuolsar FEADON
launchers frowt about 539 to 1,502, in-
ciuding gome 200 nuelsar heavy bombers

“inboth, .

o o
States

In the shme period, tha Unisad

has made no ingrease in is estabiished |

No Objection to Dec:la§§ifir_:ation in Full 2010/01/08 : LQC-HAK-12_2-473-8



PR

Tows

Seplamber 28, 1970

n 1583, thn ) ¢
monsier £3-9 missiles operationsl, To-
Ch.) the U.S.5.R.

of approximately 300 when current core
struction cilort is completed.
Aithcough the 300 23-9's will represen

considerably less than half of the total.:
Soviet Jand-based
ICBLLs, this portion of the Soviet IGBM
inventory will alone be capable of de- :
megatonnage in nuclear weap=.
onry which exceeds the combined total-
nuclear (weapon megatonnage delivery
capability of all of our existing sirategie |
delivery systems, including not only our::
ICBM {aree, but our Polaris force, as well ..
25 our heavy homber force. Certainly this'_',
fact alone ought to raise serious ques- .

inventory of the

~livering a

tions conleerning the alleged “defensive”

- posture of the Soviet Union.

" tWe heve no counterpart for this huge
Sovies nuclear weapon delivery system.
A few weeks ago an article apwared in
3 prominent weekly news magarine in-
which the writer dismissed U.S. concerny
_over . the S5-9 missile by saying that
" “comparison-of the Soviet 88-9 and the..
UL, Minuteman is misleading; they are.
Cdiferent weapons systems designed for:
Gifferent purpeses.” The clear inferencs.
whichk the writer altempted to establish
was that the Soviet 8§89 would only be.
- uzed by tire Soviets as a defensive missile

against gur Minuteman strike capability;

wherers’ our Mintteman is designed to
attack cities, and consequently this treé-..
nendoug difference in the megatonmage
of thes {wo weapons reﬂly was unime-.

portant.

It is this type of wishful thinking with

which some of our so-called *civilian

nilitary experts” in the news media cot~
fuse the American public. The funds-.
mental fact remains that the Russian’
. optlons c}nutiliza.tion of thelr nuclear ¢a- .

" pability has been immeasurably inereased’
bz the addition of the S5-9 o their oper~ :

ational inventory. The real and deacly

regardless of how we may tempnnze ar
suzar coab this simple but unpalatable
fact,

: In 1945 neither the Sovzet Union nor:
" the United States had a depressed frajec~ -
tory ICPBLE or a fractional orhital boms

bardmant system~—FORS. Today, the 8¢~

viet Union has tested both, and could.
very well ‘have operabional versions. of.
these weanons systems already dep}oyed._

Eoth of these developments have far-

L reéaching Jmphcations on our defense car

-‘pabihty.
© Uniortunately, we have nc;thing hke_
. these, and to the best of my knowledge,

none on our drawing hoards. :
Today, the Soviets can launch over 200
“hallistic missiles from their nuclear-pow-
ered submarines,

400 to 500 of these Polaris-type migsile

“laumchers are exvected 1o k2 operational,:

and by carly 1954, this Soviet subimavrine-
Jertiiched ballistie missile force will in-
evitidily ‘exceed the constant U8, force

we now have of 656 Polaris launchers,
I’Lrth*r, mast of our major cilies ave

than

Soviels had RONE of u«.g:- .
<#nd Pacific Oceans
s frém foreign atiack, Tode
game cceans afford the Russinns a ready .

has more than' 200
£8-9's gperational, with an ultimate total!

CONGHRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE
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1%el ofy 1 llo R it I R
faunehers, and has reduced ifs heavy:
. hainber sirength rom Ty ta less
600,

L it

heir potential submarine s c‘ ationg. uns
they can dauneh théir atiacis with little

Cfime for us to reaet before ksing hlt,

-Up to the presen iime, the Atl antie
havesshcﬂ 3 protect

freans of surreptitiously bhngznﬂ' their
missile lzunching submarines close to
our cities from whenee they ¢an lavuch
1 ueadly attack

Our tactical air cal_abxhts, whez com-

: paxed to the Soviet capab‘lm, 2lso raises

Seriovs guestions as to our ability to cone

Agith the Soviet Union in a conventional

‘sonfrontatinn. For example, since 1854

.the Soviets have designed and proguced

18 new types of fighter nanes—-13 of
these models we have acwually photo-
graphed  in flight. In "the same tHme

frame, the.United States has not pro-
‘Buced a sihgle new air superiority-fight-
ér, and actually we have not had one on
‘order until this year.

‘Wow, after an unforgivable delay, we '

haove two fighters underway—the F-14

and the F-15, but they will nok be a park

of our inventory for severzl years.

We have dilly-daliied for years antl’
,me Soviets now have an air superiority .

capability whichy we will be hard pressed
to match, Yet, there arve those in and ouf
of Cogigress who would stop the produc-

tion of our F-14's and P-15's. -
"The Soviet Union has at least three

VSTOL fighter zireraft that have flown.

"succassfully. These are aircraft with a

vertical and short takeoff capability, We
fre just now in the process of acquiring
gome. Harviers which will give us this

YSTOL cabability, The Hariier is the
puly operational axrcraft of its type in

the free world,
Yat, there aré those who w ou;d create
roadblocks for the purchase of these air-

L oraft, ohe group opposing their procure-
ment on the theory that it is o British-

aiveraft, and the other opposed on the

grounds that it will be manufactured in
-the United States at & higher price than

it could be purchased from the British.

E vamusly, we cannotb please everyone.
"~ threat to U8, security, therefore, remains -

And yet, mocurement of this airevaft

‘15 essential if we ave going to revolution-
. jee unaval” mr o.:eratians i the years

tihead. .

“There are only two areas in our whele
national security program in which we
‘may have.a superiority as yet unchal-
lengad. We are the ondly Nation that is

- hdlding attack aircvaft carriers. So the
.argument 18 made that since the Soviets

do not have carriers we should not build
1y more or we should lay t..p those t.hat
& have.

o some, it is a erime for f,he United

‘Then, there is the Multiple Inderend-

iy Targeted Reentry Vehicle-—MIRV.
“"We are now deploying the MIRV and in
Two years from now

this area we appear to be ahead of the

. Hbviets, For this very veason, there are
hoze who Would eliminate any further

eulqymem of MIRV’'s and even remove

‘E,thcwe alraady deployed. The raiionale is

that this would annease the Sovicts and
would lead them to the conm"sm’l tlmt

e have yio. a"gxessne px

©out the Uniled Siaics,

rthase very

8tates to be ahiead of the Soviets in any:
" area

H 8297

one ot snep Aous rea-
mg‘ propavandized. t
the Sor
{irue to inerease theiy depnloyment of the

mmng lS

mast pm\um! icBM ever o iatrueted,
Ltire B85-9. : :
- ¥ say to this House that the future of

this Nation hargs by a2 thread.

Fe are In a far more sericus situation
than many would have vou halieve. Qur
way. of life is not enly bmnu chiailenged

Cfrom within, it is being very gefinirely

‘threatened from withoud. .
“Yot sincere, consclentious peonle’ of

sgeed will will lock you straight in the

eye and say, “We must sglve ail 6f our

-domestic problems with the meoney we

areusitig for natiotal defense becayse wa
zre veally not threatened from without,

or the threat Trom without is far less

serious than the threat froin within™
Scoff if wveu will; latugh if you wish,

-but it is your ¢hildrenr and grandehildren

who will pay the penaliy for your timid-
ity or your naivete.
You may well ask “Why, with a de-

fetise hudget in recent yeavs which has '

gxceeded $70 billion do we find our-
selves In -thiz position with the Sovist

Union?” The answer, very simply stated, -

i5 that the Soviet Union is spending rela-
tively more on its military effoit than
we are. - |

Let me give :,'ou some of the facts:
o In 1855 defense-related research .and
development effort in the United States
wis $3 bitlion; w;thin the . S SR itw ﬁs

- &2 billion.

In 1960, the United States spent 37
billion; the USSR. spent §5 billion. |
In 1865, the United States spent $13

‘hillion; the US.8.R. $10 billion.

© In 1968, the United States spent $14 :

~billion; the U.S.8.1. $14 hillion, - ‘
In 1969, the Uhited States spent §14

bnlmn. the USSR, $156 hillion, .
~In 1970, the United States will have

spent 813 to 514 billion, while the US.S.R.

will have spent $16 to $17 billion.
These figures it the R, & D. area alone

yellect Sovieh: defermination to maich
gnd pass the United States in the in--
. eorporation of advaurced technology inte
" military hardware. .

Despite the increased efroru emended

‘by‘the Soviet Union in defense velated -

. & D., there has been no correspornd-
ing reduction in the respurces the Soviet

Union has allocated toward the B, & D, .

effort in the civil indystrial base.

Thus, contrary to the effort in the

United Staies of reduding the Defense

" Department’s R, & D effort and alloecat-
Jng it to civilian agencies, the Soviet
Union eontinues to fund both effprts at-’

progressively increasing levels,
The significance of the greater B, & D.

‘effort being made in the Soviet Union is

that technological advances developed by

this grecter R. & D, effort will ondy be

evident 4, 5, and 10 years from now, but

abt a tmm when we will be incapable of
caiching up to match these teclinological :
\impm* ements and advancerments.

Stated another weay, if we permib the
Sovies Union to create hardware which
will ne"a te owr exisfing technelogical ca-
pa.bxllty in offeqsm\ and defensive weap-~
ons, the Soviels w it] &9 extend us in power

as to m x,empt mw po%ﬂ:ﬂe influence we-
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-the most intensive economies aohiaved,

-+ reduce defense costs huve detracted from
. our a2bility to malntain a modern tecH~:
" motogically advanced military capability,
. Let.me hasten to add that these milis"
tary pay increases which have beer andi

~over, additions! compensation inecre s
o will, in the future, be netessary i)
" . hepa 1o reduge reliance on the drafi,-

ccent in 128816 7 nercent in 1971, whila-
- the sama'time the domestie parts.of our .

~share of the zross national product fro
" thesame tims frame, ?

T2 7 peresnt portion of the gross noe |
~tlonal nroduct which i3 cliocated fo onr

| .we.con put a price tog ou the lives of oi

R Tk U RN

ma

pabiitty as ceatrasted {o that of fhe
Soviet Unlon has restited from a comgis
nation of the Vielnam war, inflation, id
the pressures of new and incroased oosts -
of dur domestic programs. . ,

In order to place this matier imshedter-
perspective, el me provide you with sfew-
facts on this matiar: SRR

Since fiscal year 1968 the Department

of Dofense has aitempted to combatii- - gonventional amms, as wo coid in tke two

-decades past, From here on if . we
‘ s dhreaten nuelear war in response fo ag-
In this same pericd, areordering of fig- "
tionnl priorities hos resulted in g yanl- &7
“location of Federal Tesources from ‘de-
fense to other programs in’ ampunts

fiaticnary forces with DOD reductiting,
totalihg $17.3 billion in constant dollars.

greater than the DOD reductions,

1971'is undoubtedly more tivan double the

$5 billion budget incrense. Thus, what has
" ecourred i3 that the difference in funding.
~of the Vietnam war has boen acoof

plished by deferring weapons moderniza-
tion, plabt maintensnce, znd by T

tions in operational readiness, -

The impact on these factors Is aclyally

greater than these figures indicats singe.
with inflation and a combination of pay

#nd price increases, personnel cosks have .
Increased tremendously, winping out evg

the Defense Establishment, .~ .
For example, in 1965 with a milltary

- mannower level at 2.6 million, military.

pay cost $13.0 billion, L
Under today's higher costs and with:
projected pay increases, if we hod 26 mil-"
Hon men in fiscal year 1971 and we noy
have In excess of 3 million, the pamol#
costs for fiscal year 1971 would be &
proxiinately $29 billlon. Thus, personnet

verely manpower eosts and tha effort

wili continug to be provided by the Conix
gress are sbsblutely necessary, Moar

keep any semblanse of a career forel
which s absolutely essential as our WD
ous. systems becoms more end Ik
eompldni o -
In terms of gross national  produc
our dedense budoet has gons from 8.9 per<

nationzl budzet have incramsed thelw

12.3 prreent to weil ever 134 poreent §

national
08 0f eur 2ress nasional proditel
2 0] delnnge PArposss n 29 yenor.
SUMSY ‘Mo American wordd arrue tha

v inthe future hope 6 exerh EIONg -
“tho fnmlly of netions, : T

S beent then dead at 7.
The delermination i ou military o

people, T would rrther be alive at 10 per-

Now leb me sunmarize for o moment, T
have cullined to you that owr former 5-
to-1 margin in nuelcar stratozie veap-
ons ling in a few short years vanishad..
The Soviet Union now his a nuclear stra-

tegic weapon capability in exeass of ouss,
“and this superiority will continue %o in-

ereasg il we do not take dramsatic action

. to stem the tide. We can no longer loox
Bpon our threat of nuclear war as a sat-

Isfactory deterrent to aggression with

gregsion, we risk our own destruetion.
Moveover, I pointed out that. the So-.

“wiet Union has within a few short years

negated our naval superiority, This same

- B -accomplishment is evident in other areas

: The fiscal year 1971 defense programin .
constant dollars is only 35 billion aliove

* the prewar fiscal year 1964 level. Yet, the °

incremental cost of the war in fiséal yeay ‘

of conventional warfare, including owr
ground and air capabilitieg,

_As & matter of fact, while Congrass is °

St debating the necessity for bullding

“an-advanced manned strategic bomber, .
“the B-1, we now know that the Soviet
+Pnion hias already built such an alrcraft,
“&nd it should be eoming into thelr opera-
. Honal inventory at least 3 to 4 years bas -

‘fore we'ean hope to have our B-1 opEr-
ationhal, ‘ '

*Ths eircumstances of the B-1 bomber

debate in this country illustrate the rea-
s0ns why we seem hell-bent on national
ASuicide. While we debnie the guestion of

viet Tnion quietly‘bu'(; openly. forges

_ ;ggmtainMg our niiitary capability, the
’ #head, \

Xt may be that the gap which haa'ndw

“gen created in our defense capability
. ean never be brideed. The Soviets have -
t!he bit in their testh, and make no mis~

ke about it, are both capable and do-
bymined to maintain this néwly devel-
peed superiority, P

Perhaps T can best put inte perspsc-

ﬁw the; determined accelerated effort

i. i aico 3 E 3 _- . ’. e
costs alone will have more than denbled: -befng magde by $he Soviet Union to ecliose

‘since 1965, without regard to manpower:
Jevels: This gives one an iden of hoiwr &

he United States in strategic capability,
hoth offensive and defensive, by glving

. In eglender year 1959, the United

onty. During that same period. the So-

et Union expended aporoximately 313

¥y & conerete measure of this efort. e

LA
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ple, and the Congress in parteiular, will |
s00m awalien to-thess reslities and rop-

-egnize thet the guesticn econfroniing us
g

is no longer one involving ihe relacive
allecation of priorities in spayding be-

bween defense and domesile programs,

but ratiier the fundwnental quéstion of
national survival,. : S e
We cannot a5 a Notion aZtord o spend
one penny less on nolional defense thnn
that amonat which i requived {o insure
thaf you and I, and our children, can

convince the Soviels they dars not putl

against our heads. o :
Thae jssua, therefose, is very simoly how

the trigzer when n Soviet gun js placed

“much ‘Mmonsy must we spand to insure

our survival—sinece if we fail to detion.

strate to the Soviet Union our deteriing- -«
tion {0 survive—the amount of money

we spznd for domiestic programs will be-
come merely an academip exercise, '

I plend, and I beg you, my colleagues
who collectively have the reshonsibility
of the security of our Nation in your
hands, to ponder these facts which T
heve brought te you today. They - are
proof positive that we are in scrious
trouble. Unpleasatit as these facts may
be, you can not fznore them, for if you
€0, you are failing not only your consti~
tuency but plso all the peoples of the
world who, in the final analysis, look

- upon the United States as the fountaine
~head and guardian of the highes) aspira-

tion of genuine freedom in th's chaogtic

world, ‘ .

. These are the'facts that confront our
President, our Congress, and our defense e
planners, N ‘ '
Thesa are the facts which. refiest the
prophetic wisdom of an observaticn onoe

made by a gentleman by the namea of

Mr. Richard M. Nixon, when ha said:

. 17 preseat trends -continue, the Uniteg -
States, a very few years hence, will findg tse!f

‘elearly In second positlon-—with the Soviet

Unfon. undisputably. the greatest niilitary

POTeT o earth,

Iam afraid that thet day has alveady
arrived, : D T

T SN

Btates spent a total of $7.5 billion on
strategle offensive and defensive weap-

billion for the same efort. Thus, it i

ar year has spent approximataly
egpability than did the United States, |

eforg is somewhat dificult for laymen:to

| comprehend. However, slnce the cast of
& single’ Minuteman missile is approxi-:
mately 54,8 million, the added Sovict ef= .. -
“ford is roughly equivalent to the procure- -

eviient that the'SBoviet Union in a sinsla: -

billion ‘mere for increased stratozic

£ recognize that a $535 billien added . ;

ment of a thousand Minuteman missiles,

AR of this In one calendar year,

‘.-‘_Can-a,ny"one consider this anything but -

wobious effort to give the Soviel Union
o kistrmountable advantage instrategio

thacorclusion of the SALT taiks?
SA% w motter of fdct, this ecircumstanns

“alene Dlustrates the ¢old and caléuinting
dafoni=e represonts the smallsst <magtsr

, pin of the Saviet Unicn, who in
entering ths SALT negotiaiions hope to

reore the Uniltad Siaies in an inferior-
pasitlon In stralegic werpoury,

3

‘eaponry ‘over the Unitzd Stotes befora

pray 1o God that the Amerieon peo-
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oty

No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-HAK-122-4-3-8

eclassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LOC-HAK-122-4-3-8 -




IR (S

CL ST 010/01/08 : LOCHAK- 129438
No Objection to Declassification in Full 2010/01/08 : LQ‘C‘HAK‘12.2_ o
- NOR9Q0 v | '

g o

| Washington, Sept, 30(Reuters) -~ A House Foreign Affairs
Subcommittee thairman ‘said today it was hard to Pinpoint whether L

" the Soviet Union was in fact establishing a submarine base in Cubs .

as ‘in'di‘éated_by;thaPentagon. T ' B

. 'The hearing was prompted by the Pentagon disclosure Friday
- of indications Moscow was setting up a submarine base at .. o
 Cienfuegos Harbour on the South Const of Cuba, '

; strategic weé,pt’ma;in the Caribbean,

L Meanw&ﬁilé;*scvi_et Ambassador Anatoly Dobrynin W.ednesd‘ay declined -
with a smile to/ comment on the question of a Soviet naval base jn Cuba, -~

In Moscow, the first Soviet Press comment on the charges came
 when Pravda?Wednesday‘charged that Wa'shington"'thoﬁghtlas sly
‘ fabricates hql;}aw-'sqmding propaganda campaigns without thinking
L about their 'é-hﬁiéqgenees.”_ . G e S

. {The Communist Party daily did not specifically mention the
S ¢ - charge about. Cuba but it was clearly referring to this.) =
: Fascell said that the use of the Cienfuegos Harbour by Soviet
Baval ships -~ the Pentagon reported a submarine tender and three
- barges were in the port last week .. made the potential for «-
- establishing a submari_ﬂie‘_ba_se more speciﬁc,_ o S '
- - l&skedliﬂggther any. Submar'ines had used the facility, he,réplied o
 that “the point is the Soviets are operating naval units in the - - S
Caribbean and once they start that they are going to keep it up,

SRR Fas.ééﬂf}‘!ﬁ;lﬁged s‘té.tioning more planes at Boca Chica Air Base -
- and nuclear sibmarines at Key West, Fla, - e S :

' incre_'a‘sing.‘iih&f:i-x"]pfe-sénce and improving their capabil’ity to _
operate in'thétjycjaribbean that we are reducing our capability in the
- Southeast, patticularly in Florida,» . Ry SRR SR
LR e HAK-A22-4-3-8 e
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”T\TC‘LTCEﬁC“ SRIEFINGs .
.~ “"THERE" lS CONSTRUCTIONK A rzvx;v “ulv“ ON, ; 1
‘ £8t STORIZS THAT HAVE BEEN.CIRCULATED i thA'V;nY S”G"UJ\TATR le
COF wHAT AT P“QSZNT IS 84 MOLEHILL ... L ’

L MEVEN f i FACT~ THQT ET IS A RdSaIﬁN PACLLITY 15 SUaJLCT TO
U‘TSTIQ\ S e :

: ﬁL’RCH, CHAIRMAN OF THE'“ SM\”‘TT’ FORE IC&\ PPL{-}TID.‘.‘S SU:’("O G”HTEE Oi\.
r:;*-gf?r? 0 LAISPHERE AFFAIRS, INVITED THE ENTIRE SENATE 10 A & 3 S
oL b”‘ Ou LRI:FIAJ 5Y THE DETE HSL I TELL' MNCL ACQACYG Hu SM '

- T”E_W‘TLF KGUSE ANWOUNGED-LAST WEEK THAT IT HAQ EVIDENC 'IADICQIINU n

PI-148 o
T ISl |
VASHIACTONA HAT FREAENS
TLITARY INTFL ‘-o:auT SURPORT
AOMINISTRATION T
3653 zn‘busa.” ‘ RARTEE e A FLSBILE
o "1 THINK THE PRESENT EVIBENCE WOULD NOT SUSTAIN a REASONASLE
Co “LUaIOa ONE. WAY OR THE &THER3“ CHURCK SAID &FTER & TuO-HOUR
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THE RUSSIANS WERE BUILDING A NAVAL FACILITY IN cuaq AD

CSTERN U!\R@I‘\m T0- T;_{(;- i, S g F. . | i ISSLJED A

- HME SAID ME wAS NOT CRITICIZING THE Asmzﬁisraafzow FOR

ANNOUNCENENT BUT UAS PUZZLED BY IT. ¥ FOR 175 |
"1 DOH'T UNDERSTAND WHY ANYONE AT THE ¢HITE HOUSE APPAREnILff

‘ A
g

TTACHED SUCH IMPIRTANCE T0. THIS EVIDENCE " HE 8a1D, "TH v
| FAY : » E R Ha H V
LEH QAHMP REASO S, PERHAPS ASSICIATED 'T% SOVIET A\,TI‘J}.T‘{L&~Y A E
ysz HERE IN TH ‘ROKLD THAT PROMPTED THE STATENMENT " S
ACCORDING TO CHURCH nnD T0 SEN. CLIFFORD P. ¢asc § Reladay-

- MO ALSO ATTENDED THE BRIEFING, THERE ARE INDICATIONS THAT -~ -

 CONSTRUCTION l“ UNDERWAY.ON THE CUBAN SHORE. BUT THEYSAID IT IS

‘le‘aswraL* COMCLUDE WHAT IS BEINS BUILT OR VMO IS BUILDEIG
K‘.‘. '

E L & norun CRISIS AT ALL ON THE BASIS OF OUR. EVIDENGE," N

(GHURCH SAID, "BUT- THE LAST TIME THIS KIND OF THING HAPPENED IT 00K
THE VORLD TO. THE VERGE OF A NUCLEAR ¥AR. SO WE HAVE TO BE CAREFUL.”
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o THAT RUSSIA AAS STARTED CONSTRUCTION OF A SUBMARINE BASE 1IN CUBA

" SOVIET KUCLEAR SUBMARE
- SPOKESMNAN SAID: “WE .

- HARBOR AT CIEN FUEG os,m”
- BUILT. !

mas&xwarowl—LAh DEFhﬂSE DEPARTMENT SAID TODAY IT HAS nvlnhmca éig

ASK&D IF TH“ BASL_N&GHT BE INTENDED TO . SUPPORT MISSILr*CARRYING o
R S_STATION&D IN THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE, A S

¥'T RULE OUT THAT POSSISILITY." -
THE ANNOUNCEMENT WAS MADE BY JERRY V. FRIEDHEIN, DEPUTY ASSISTANT

" SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS. .

"WE KNOW THAT THE ACTIVITY IS IN PROGRFSS," HE SAID. “WE CANNOT

. ASSESS THE SOVIET INTENTION."

THE "ACTIVITY” HAS INCLUDED TOWINC ‘THREE HEAVY BARGES INTO THE
EERE 1T 18 SUSPECTED THAT THE BASE is BMING

ASKED IF THE BARGES COdLD Bn ASSEMBLED INTO A FLDATING DRY~-

©“'DOCK, FRIEDHZIM SAID: "WE 1 KNOW WHAT THE BARGES ARE, BUT I AM NOT Aru‘7

LIBVRTY TO TELL YOU.™ .« -0

 HE SAID THERE ARE CURRwﬁTLY FOUR qOVIET SHIPS, INCLUDING ﬁ
SUBMARINE TENDER, IN. THE HARBOR AT CIEN: FUEGOS. SEVERAL OTHER

SOVIET SHIPS ARE IN THE 'GENERAL AREA. : ' S
~ AFTER THE UNITED STATES STATIONED- MISSIL?-CARRYINu SUBNARINES 1y

EUROPEAN WATERS, BASES TO SUPPORT THE SUBS WERE ESTABLISHED AT HOLY SRR

‘\‘LOCH, ENGLAND , AMD LATER AT ROTA,SPAIN,

THERE WAS SPECULATxéﬂ THAT THE sovxars'mav BE DOING THE SANE

THING IN THLS HEWISPHERE. THE DEFENSE DEPARTMENT ANNOUNCED THURSDAY

THAT THE SOVIETS NOW HAVE 13 NUCLEAR~POWERED SUBMARINES, CARRYING -
16 MISSILES EACH, - AND THAT 15 MORV SUBS OF THE SAMZ CLASS ARE UNDER‘Q.

CONSTRUCTION. -

THE DISTANT BASES ARE NEEDED. TO SZRVICE THE saas WITHOUT FORCING  ““

- THEY TO CROSS THE OCEAN FOR EACH REPAIR. .

- FRIEDHEIM SAID THE INREE BARGES YWERE BROUGHT ACROSS THE -

- ATLANTIC ON THE DECKX OF ‘A SOVIET LSD (LANDING SHIP DOCK) TYPE DF

r VESSEL, AND WERE PROBABLY. OFF«LQADED AT HAVANA.

HE - SAID THEY. YERE SPOTTED AND IDENTIFIEﬁ WHILE BEING TQUVD AROUND

TME WEST END OF CUBA. ..

THERE WAS SPECULATION THAT CIENFUEGOS POSSIBLY DID NOT

. HAVE THE CRANES OR oruma MACHINERY OR FACILITIES NmEDnD FOR THE

UMLOADING .
ASKED -HOW THE INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED, FRIWDHEIM SAID THE UeS.

IS STILL CONDUCTING U-2 INTEILLIGENCE FLIGHTS OVER CUBA. HE RE ITERATED
SEVEERAL TIMES: "WE KNOW THERE IS ACTIVITY; WE DON'T KNOW |

FROM RUSSIA TO CUBA DUR

' YET WHETHER IT'S A BASE.”

HE ALSO SalD: "WE ﬁﬂﬁ KEEPIMG THV ACTIVlTY UNDER CAREFUL

SURVETLLANCE.” .

ASSISTANT DEFENSm SEGRETARY FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS DANIFL A. HVNKIN

- 'SAID EARLIER IN THE WEEX THAT THE SOVIETS "APPARENTLY ARE SEEKING A
CAPABILITY FOR SUSTAINED SURFACE AND SUBWARINE OPLRATIONS IN THP G
CARRIBEAN CLOSE BY OUR. SHORES,™

THE SOVIET NaVAL TASK ‘FORCE NOW IN CUBAN WATFRS 1S THE FOURTH TO f 
ENTER THE CARIBBEAN AREA IN THE LAST TWO YFARS THERE WERE TWO UISITS

- IN 1569, AND ONE WARLIhR THIS YEAR.

‘IN ADDITION, THEZRE HAVE BEEN SEVEERAL LONG-RANGE PLANE FLIGHTS
EN@“THE PAST rwo YEARS.
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